ABSTRACT The spread of digital technology, which allows anyone (in theory)
INTRODUCTION
The opening of new possibilities for the instantaneous transmission of information, theoretically to anyone, was hailed as the "end of journalism" or at least as the "end of journalism as we know it". Even more, it was seen as the cornerstone of a new demo-cratic era, possibly even the arrival of a new utopia of total liberty, in which "everyone" could "communicate," with no restrictions of any kind 
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journalism as a fundamental mediator for the transmission of information in the public interest, an exercise even more complex today in light of the jabber of network commu-nication.
A world in permanent excitement
To the beat of a stylized version of Ari Barroso' s classic samba "Aquarela do Brasil", people and objects move in lockstep at a great open-air shopping center. The checkout line proceeds in cadence, until someone pulls out a checkbook; suddenly the music fades, people and objects falter, the line stalls. Embarrassed, the person puts the checkbook away and pulls out a credit card, as the music again surges and everything returns to normal, to the gratitude of all.
This advertisement of one of the world' s major credit card companies, broadcast on Bra-zilian television in 2008, is a perfect metaphor for the state we live -or should live -in: a state of continuous excitement, of perpetual motion, in which any pause is dys-functional for the system.
Exactly as Virilio (1996, p. 108 ), a once stylish author, ob-served: "If to be is to be excited, to live is to be pure speed, a metabolic speed that tech-nology is dedicated to increasing and perfecting ...". Notice that the line' s continuous movement in the ad is interrupted, not by someone who does not have enough money to pay, or by some rebel whose "credit card is a razor" 2 , but by someone who merely raises the possibility of paying in a less-than-ideal fashion, which does not allow an instantaneous transaction.
Well, we know that the global casino of financial markets cannot stop, although not even markets can ignore the "real world," as they did recently with the U.S. mortgage crisis that triggered a global meltdown.
But, consistent with capital' s tendency to extend its logic to all reaches of human activity, it is this logic -or, more accurately, this ideology -of permanent excitement that prevails in the modern world: an excitement predictably channeled to leisure activities that feed the most lucrative industries of our time.
Jenkins' praise (2006) of the "convergence culture" follows this script, starting from an enormous simplification, that contrasts the "old consumers" -classified as "passive", a kind of "predictable", "silent" and "isolated" individuals who "stayed where they were told" and were "isolated consumers" -and the new ones, "active", "migratory", "noisy" and "more socially connected" (Jenkins, 2006, p. 18-9) . The "new media" urge everyone to participate, so that the public must necessarily take part in the process: silence, contemplation -the pleasure of slow maturation,
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the indispensable distance for any ref-lection -are associated with passivity and accommodation.
It is no coincidence that Jenkins' analysis focuses on entertainment products (reality shows, TV series, game shows, etc.). And even less so that the concept of "audience" is replaced by "fans," as if both were equivalent. That is why he argues: "Right now, we are mostly using this collective power [of media interaction] through our recreational life, but soon we will be deploying those skills for more 'serious' purposes" (Jenkins, 2006, p. 4), such as the U.S. election campaign, which he analyzes in his book 3 . Hence the question:
How do we generate the same level of emotional energy challenging the Powers That Be in Washington that fans routinely direct against Powers That Be in Hollywood? When will we be able to participate within the democratic process with the same ease that we have come to participate in the imaginary realms, constructed through popular culture? (Jenkins, 2006, p. 234).
Never, I would say, because they are two matters of a different nature.
So, as it should be obvious, the comparison is not pertinent. The distance between playing "alternative reality" games -with all this can mean for the experts of the "psi" universe -and the decision-making that affects For those who take the election for a conflict, ABC News is offering on its site (abcnews.com) the "challenge of the American election," incorporating one of its most popular online sports programs. "Match the Analyst' s Game" permits the players to make their own predictions. In fact they do exercise this power, and continue to do so, while the bases of the system do not change, in the social relations of the real world. Even Caio Tulio Costa, a jour-nalist, professor and advisor who is an enthusiastic supporter of the "new media", shows that the network indeed has a center.
Although it seems to be democratic, the global network has a control. Who controls it? What are the controller´s goals and powers? A simple decision taken by one country, the United States, can block access to the network in any part of the world, because the principal servers of the network are supervised from there. (...) The dispersion of individuals creates the sense of democ-racy on the Web. In fact, to varying degrees, access to the Web is in the hands not only of the United States but also of institutions, companies and governments that can change rules and erect technological and/or financial barriers. (Costa, 2009, p. 237) And that is the sticking point in the proposal for a new "sharing ethic" and collective deliberation, intrinsic to the supposed "decentralizing" nature of the Web: whether in the systematic monitoring of the useras consumer or worker, as seen in the practical experience of daily life And when, quite the opposite, everything is far from being a joke and follows the same interests that foster "trial balloons" and "planted" news items, old standbys of tradition-al media?
The nature of journalism
As usual in the face of technological innovation, the emergence of the "new media" brought with it a profusion of hurried theorizing, equally catastrophic and congratulato-ry. Among these theories are those that decree the end of journalism, or at least a fun-damental change in However, it is clear that two problems stand in the way of this new reality: first, the greater complexity of journalism, considering the difficulty in confirming information, given the ever-quicker pace of work and the vast array of sources -many of them ano-nymous, or of dubious identity -that "communicate" instantaneously over the Web; second, the loss of control traditionally held by journalism, regarding what should and could be made public, aggravated -once again -by the hypothesis of anonymity, which prevents the assigning of responsibility. And this represents an unprecedented ethical problem for society.
The risks of instantaneous information
The first case is full of examples that also derive, perhaps principally, 
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is important in this case is to give the reader elements to evaluate the reliability of the source." However, as the ombudsman argued, "the problem is that the reader is not constantly online, and expects that what he reads is always reliable."
Nevertheless, the fact that the information can pop up at any time... …poses a crucial question in this transition to digital journalism: the dramatic contradiction be-tween speed and security. Checking information requires time. When you do not have enough time, it is important to select carefully the sources you trust. The responsible press was careful to stake out its claim to quality, to credibility, in relation to the sensationalist tabloids. But if it uses tabloids as its reference and risks disclosing false news, how can it ask its readers to value the difference? The credo "anything for an audience" that caused so much damage to television can now affect the credibility of digital newspapers if their only obsession is to get there first, whatever the price. The journalist misunderstood the communication and hastily concluded that the smoke was caused by the plane going down. The confusion was quickly cleared up, but it led to accusations against the government and Infraero, the commercial airport administra-tor, accused of negligence and incompetence after it claimed it had no information about any crash.
Even more relevant, because of its consequences, was the news of a young Brazilian woman allegedly attacked by skinheads in Switzerland, and who reportedly lost the twins she said she was expecting because of the attack. In fact, for reasons still not en-tirely clear, the woman made up the whole story, even producing photos that supposedly proved the violence and sending them to Ricardo Noblat, one of Brazil' s most respected journalists, who published them in his blog on Feb. 11, 2009, and stood by the accusation 7 . Although a closer analysis of the images would have given rise to doubts as to the authenticity of the injuries, newspapers, sites and TV networks reproduced the story, with sufficient pressure to involve some of the highest-ranking authorities in Brazil -
the National Secretary of Human Rights, the Foreign Minister and the President himself, who also did not take the necessary care to confirm the details and reacted hastily, barely avoiding a diplomatic incident 8 .
The episode also revealed that, in the age of the Internet, significant distinctions in the practice of journalism, such as the zealous preservation of the image of those involved in accusations of violence, are soon watered down. In fact, Swiss newspapers initially avoided identifying the woman, blacking out her face whenever they published a photo of her, but the measure was fruitless because Brazilian newspapers did not act the same way and her image circulated on the Web, accessible to all. No criticism of our newspa-pers is intended, in this specific case, because the initiative of publishing her photos was her own; besides, maintaining the privacy of her image was improbable, because anyone could obtain a photo of her on Orkut.
A fragile journalistic mediation in the age of the "new media"
Here we arrive at a second problem, typical of an age in which "everyone" can divulge "everything" via digital technology: even if there were a consensus among journalists about what may be legitimately published, the information -true or not, or true but has-ty or inconvenient -will certainly circulate via some other ways. This means that the information will produce effects, even if they are not the same, or of the same intensity, as they would be if traditional quality newspapers lent the information credibility.
Some recent cases in Brazil are quite significant: a teenager who agreed with his brother to film him having sex with his girlfriend and then put the video on the Net; a girl, also a teen, who got drunk at a party and after she passed out, was stripped and raped by some boys in Joaçaba, in Parana State, who also filmed the scene and showed it on the Web; a teacher photographed nude and having sex with her boyfriend, who published the im-ages on a relationship site -with her name and telephone number, as if she were a call girl -in revenge for breaking off the relationship. All these episodes sparked lawsuits and were published with due caution by newspapers in general, but the damage to the image of the victims was irreparable.
Other cases involve the improper use of Twitter, the most recent 
tends toward a perplexi-ty rooted in the most radical relativism, rather than suggesting hypotheses to face such complex issues.
The central theme of his work is the contradiction between the regulatory ideal of ethi-cal prescriptions and the everyday practice of journalism. As he deals with them both in absolute terms, he sees an equally absolute opposition between these two fields. For this reason, he insists so strongly on the reference to the fact "the journalist lies" to obtain information. He suggests that journalism operates in "an ethical vacuum." Hence his concept of a "provisional moral," in fact a derivation of a misreading of Weber' s "re-sponsibility ethic," which would be, according to this interpretation, capable of justify-ing almost anything. The fantasy of the worst of all possible worlds, that looms over the horror of regulation of con-tent, would be that of a Kafkaesque world in which you wake up with the censor examining your notes, where you could at any Time find a simple police officer rummaging through your diskettes, controlling your conversations or spying on your home page to find out, based on his own evaluation, what can or cannot be published among the things that you think and mean, or to impose penalties, reprimands or persecutions for the things that you have already published. By the same token, the worst nightmare for the supporters of restrictions on freedom of expression would be a world where any individual could transmit, with no brakes or filters, his innermost feelings, tastes, preferences and intimate convictions, emotionally composed for their expression and publication, without any care for the cognitive or moral quality of his convictions, preferences and inclinations. If we are frightened by a world in which anyone could freely write expressions like "filthy nigger," "dirty Jew," "death to homosexuals" on the wall in front of our house, with nothing happening to him, even more frightening is a world in which someone could do the same instantaneously, online, in bytes, to thousands and thousands of people, and remain equally unpunished. To each his own nightmare, but is anyone right?
Gomes concludes that yes, it is possible to discuss ethics, considering the tradition of moral rationalism in which "a law can only be accepted or imposed if it can be submitted to demonstrable procedures and if the evidence of its reasonability can be shown." Thus, a notion of binding value, the only one that can support or justify regulatory intervention, is valid only a) when the rule that guides it has been the subject of a practical discourse and withstood examination, with this achievement manifested in a reasonable consensus, and b) when the judgment itself is shown to be loyal and arguable in the public sphere and can be supported by a consensus that is reasonable and, most importantly, reviewable.
Otherwise, we run the risk, which historically has occurred, of ethics being used as an alibi for its opposite: barbarity and brutality pseudo-founded on moral arguments. The possibility of of-fense and discrimination is as disagreeable as the existence of a cybernetic Torquemada, destroying our computers and sites in order to presumably destroy the evil that lies within their hearts. 
